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C-SAIL Year 2 Convening: Implementation Study Presentation 
Abstract 
Laura Desimone presents Year 1 findings from the Implementation Study at C-SAIL's first annual "A 
Conversation on College- and Career-Readiness Standards" in Washington, D.C. on November 18, 2016. 
This PowerPoint presentation corresponds to a presentation video available at c-sail.org/videos. 
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The Center on Standards, Alignment, Instruction, and Learning (C-SAIL), funded from July 2015 through 
2020 by the Institute of Education Sciences, examined how college- and career-readiness (CCR) 
standards were implemented, if they improved student learning, and what instructional tools measured 
and supported their implementation. 
This presentation is available at ScholarlyCommons: https://repository.upenn.edu/c-sail/30 
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Context
C-SAIL is partnering with five states—California, Kentucky, Massachusetts, Ohio, 
and Texas—to compare and contrast their approaches to implementation.
Currently, we have:
• Survey data from Ohio and Texas
• State interview data from California, Kentucky, Massachusetts, Ohio, and 
Texas
• District interview data from Kentucky, Ohio and Texas
@CSAILproject
Survey Analysis
v Policy Attributes (specificity, consistency, authority, power, and authority)
v Challenges and Resources to Implementing Standards
v The Content of Instruction 
v coverage of content emphasized in the new college and career ready 
standards.
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Research Questions
1. To what extent is the policy system specific, consistent, 
authoritative, powerful, and stable, at the state, district and 
school levels? 
2. What is the nature and quality of support and guidance at the 
state, district and school levels (e.g., challenges and 
resources)?
3. How are teachers changing the content they cover, and how 
does this differ for ELA and math teachers, for elementary and 
high school teachers, and for teachers of English language 
learners (ELLs), students with disabilities (SWDs)?
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Data – Stratified Random Sample
• Districts
– 42 in Ohio, 42 in Texas 
(representative of the state)
• Principals
– 185 in Ohio (60%), 
– 149 in Texas (70%)
• Teachers 
– 417 in Ohio (64%), 603 in 
Texas (55%)
– Elementary school
» Two 5th grade math teachers
» Two 4th grade ELA teachers
» SWD and ELL teacher
– High school
» Algebra I, algebra II and 
geometry teachers
» 2 ELA teachers
» SWD and ELL teacher
@CSAILproject
Policy Attributes as Reported by Ohio District 
Officials, Principals, and Teachers
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Policy Attributes as Reported by Texas 
District Officials, Principals, and Teachers
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Policy Attributes as Reported by Ohio Math, 
ELA, ELL and SWD Teachers
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Policy Attributes as Reported by Texas 
Math, ELA, ELL and SWD Teachers
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District Reports of Challenges to 
Implementing CCR Standards
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Principal Reports of Challenges to 
Implementing CCR Standards
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Teacher Reports of Challenges to 
Implementing CCR Standards
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Ohio Teachers’, Principals’ and District 
Officials’ Top 5 Most Useful Resources
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Texas Teachers’, Principals’, and District 
Officials’ Top 5 Most Useful Resources
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Desired Resources
@CSAILproject
Ohi
o
@CSAILproject
Texas
@CSAILproject
Ohio Teachers’ Self-Reported Content 
Coverage in English Language Arts
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Texas Teachers’ Self-Reported Content 
Coverage in English Language Arts
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Ohio Teachers’ Self-Reported Content 
Coverage in Math
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Texas Teachers’ Self-Reported Content 
Coverage in Math
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Conclusion
v Policy Attributes 
v moderately high
v room for improvement
v key differences by respondent groups
v Challenges and Resources
v multiple challenges at the student, school and organizational level
v aligned materials, PD, and information about how standards should change 
teaching and learning and PD helpful
v educators want more of these resources
v The Content of Instruction 
v In both Texas and Ohio, high school ELA, and elementary math and SWD 
teachers teaching math cover more of the content emphasized in the new 
standards than content that is de-emphasized in the standards.
v In contrast, elementary ELA and elementary SWD teachers teaching ELA 
cover less emphasized than de-emphasized content.
